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justification is, however, as has been well said, a
dangerous plea to put upon the record, for if the
defendant cannot prove it, or withdraws it at the
trial, it may, and most probably will,' aggravate
the damages (r). Moreover, in order to succeed,
the defendant will have to prove that the whole of
the defamatory matter is substantially true. Thus,
where the libel complained of is an article or
paragraph preceded by a title, it is not sufficient
to prove the truth of the facts stated in the article
or paragraph : the title itself must be justified, or
the plaintiff will succeed. So that in Bishop v.
Latimer (s)9 where a newspaper published a para-
graph, preceded by the title "How Lawyer B.
treats his Clients," which contained a report of a
case in which one client of Lawyer B. had been
badly treated, it was held, although the case itself
was accurately reported, that the title was not-
justified by the facts, and that the plaintiff was
entitled to damages. And in another case,
Clement v. Lewis (t)9 where a newspaper had pub-
lished a correct report of certain proceedings in
the Insolvent Debtors' Court preceded by the title
" Shameful Conduct of an Attorney," the report
was held privileged, but damages were recovered
for the title.

If there -is  gross   exaggeration, the   plea  of

(r) Caulfield v. WUtworih (1868), 18 L. T. 527; 16 W. E. 930.

(*) (1861), 4 L. T. 775.

(V) (1822), 3 Br. & Bing. 297; 7 Moore, 200. See also
Nountney v. Watton (1831), 2 B. & Ad. 673; Chalmers v.
Shack-ell (1834), 6 C. & P. 475.